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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

The claim numbering is improper because it appears that claim 20 does not exist as a 
result of a typographical error. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-19 and 21-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kamieniecki (U.S. 7,162,733) in view of Hayes (2006/0259184). 

As per claim 1, Kamieniecki teaches a home entertainment system comprising: at least 
one wireless system server having at least a primary communication system (figures 3-5; 
Abstract; column 2 line 48 - column 3, line 43); and at least one component having at least a 
primary communication system configured for communicating with the primary communication 
system of the server, wherein the component sends information to the server using a secondary 
communication system that is out-of-band with the primary systems (column 5, lines 1-11; 
column 5, line 56 - column 6, line 1 1 ; column 7, lines 59-62). Kamieniecki does not per se 
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teach the use of a wireless component sending configuration information to the server. Hayes 
teaches the use of PDAs and laptops in an automatic setup system, where the PDAs and laptops 
send configuration information to the server through an IR signal (0024, 0045). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include that the 
terminal components are able to send signals to a set-top box (server), as taught by Hayes, into a 
home-entertainment setup system with primary and secondary communication ability, as taught 
by Kamieniecki. The motivation for doing so lies in the fact that sending IR signals from laptops 
(for example) to a set-top device is eminently well known in the art of network configurations, 
and would allow for an additional method through which the set-top device may identify the 
terminal device, for example. Both inventions are from the same field of endeavor, namely the 
automatic configuration of network appliances. 

As per claim 2, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the server sends configuration 
information using a secondary communication system to the component (Kamieniecki: 
Abstract). 

As per claim 3, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the configuration information 
includes at least one of: an encryption key, an address, and an identification (Kamieniecki: 
Abstract; Hayes: 0024,0045). 

As per claim 4, Kamieniecki-Hayes teaches the system of claim 1, but does not 
specifically teach that the secondary communication system includes a removable media drive 
and at least one media component removable from the drive. It would have been obvious to 
include this teaching, as this may constitute the use of a disk, flash drive, etc., such that data can 
be saved onto the disk and moved between the server and the terminal device. Such a teaching is 
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very well known in the art of system configuration, where, for example, a driver is stored on one 
computer and is saved onto a disk to be used on another computer. 

As per claim 5, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the secondary communication 
system is an IR system, each of the server and the component having at least one respective IR 
port, the configuration information being exchangeable through the ports (Kamieniecki: column 
5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - column 6, line 11; column 7, lines 59-62). 

As per claim 6, Kamieniecki-Hayes teaches the system of claim 5, but does not 
specifically teach that the configuration information is exchangeable when the ports are aligned 
with each other in line of sight with each other. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include this limitation, as general IR communication 
does not function unless the terminals are in line of sight with each other. For example, a remote 
control will not function if blocked by an object. As such, to specifically include this teaching 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

As per claim 7, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches a remote control device establishing a 
relay node between the ports (Kamieniecki: column 2, lines 48-59). 

As per claim 8, Kamieniecki-Hayes teaches the system of claim 1, but does not 
specifically teach a constraining distance for signals to be exchanged. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to specifically include this limitation, as IR signals are 
generally constrained by distance, where IR signals can only travel up to certain distances. 

As per claim 9, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the configuration information is 
exchanged automatically between the server and component when the distance between them is 
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within the communication distance (Kamieniecki: column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - 
column 6, line 1 1 ; column 7, lines 59-62). 

As per claim 10, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the configuration information is 
exchanged between the server and component only when the distance between them is within the 
communication distance and a user manipulates at least one button on at least one of the server 
and the component (Kamieniecki: column 1, lines 29-32; column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 
56 - column 6, line 1 1 ; column 7, lines 59-62). 

As per claim 1 1, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the secondary communication 
systems are personal area networks (Kamieniecki: column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - 
column 6, line 11; column 7, lines 59-62). 

As per claim 12, Kamieniecki-Hayes teaches the system of claim 1, but does not 
specifically teach that the primary communication system is an 802.1 1 system. It would have 
been obvious to include this limitation into the system of Kamieniecki-Hayes, as an 802.1 1 
system is commonly used in the art of transferring information through a network. As such, to 
include this teaching specifically would allow for another example of network type (in addition 
to the existing network types), which would have been an obvious contemplation in the 
development of the invention. 

As per claim 13, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the server is established by a 
set-top box receiver (Kamieniecki: figure 2). 

As per claim 14, Kamieniecki-Hayes teaches a home entertainment system, comprising: 
at least one wireless system server having at least a primary communication system 
(Kamieniecki: column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - column 6, line 1 1 ; column 7, lines 59- 
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62); and at least one wireless component having at least a primary communication system 
configured for communicating with the primary communication system of the server, wherein 
the component sends configuration information to the server using the primary communication 
system, at least one of: the server, and the component, determining a value of at least one 
physical parameter of a signal received from the other and affirming proper exchange of 
information only if the value indicates that the server and component are within an acceptably 
close distance of each other (Kamieniecki: column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - column 6, 
line 11; column 7, lines 59-62; Hayes: 0024, 0045). 

As per claim 15, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that the parameter is at least one of: 
a received signal delay spread, and a received distribution of signal strengths (Kamieniecki: 
column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - column 6, line 11; column 7, lines 59-62; Hayes: 
0024, 0045). 

As per claim 16, Kamieniecki-Hayes teaches the system of claim 15, but does not 
specifically teach that when the value indicates a Rician (or Rice) distribution, a valid 
configuration information exchange is indicated. It would have been obvious to include a value 
of a Rician distribution as a valid configuration exchange indication. This constitutes a design 
choice, as the use of a Rician distribution is common in the art of signal propagation. To 
specifically include a Rician distribution value as indicating a valid configuration exchange 
parameter would have been obvious as such, since its inclusion constitutes a design choice 
commonly implemented in IR communications. 

As per claim 17, Kamieniecki-Hayes further teaches that to effect the exchange of 
confidential information, a user must manipulate a button on either or both the server and 



Application/Control Number: 10/782,345 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2145 

component synchronously with configuration information transfer (Kamieniecki: column 5, 
lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - column 6, line 11; column 7 5 lines 59-62; Hayes: 0024, 0045). 

As per claim 18, Kamieniecki-Hayes teaches a method for communication between a 
home network server and at least one home network component, comprising: after the 
successful exchange of configuration information, communicating audio/video information over 
a wireless link of a primary wireless system (Kamieniecki: column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 
56 - column 6, line 11; column 7, lines 59-62; Hayes: 0024, 0045); and exchanging 
configuration information using a wireless link that is out-of-band with the primary wireless 
communication system (Kamieniecki: column 5, lines 1-11; column 5, line 56 - column 6, line 
1 1 ; column 7, lines 59-62; Hayes: 0024, 0045). 

Claims 19 and 21-30 are rejected under Kamieniecki-Hayes on the same bases as claims 
3-13 respectively, as the instant claims disclose limitations similar to those of the earlier claims. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tanim Hossain whose telephone number is 571/272-3881 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571/272-3933. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tanim Hossain 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 
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